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1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Applicant has failed to respond to the provisional 
double patenting of the obviousness-type rejection set forth in 
paragraph No. 9 of the last Office action, Paper No. 1022. 
Although such an omission could be treated as a non-responsive 
Response, the Examiner simply repeats the provisional 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection set forth in 
paragraph No. 9 of that paper. 

3. The specification is again objected to under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 112, first paragraph, as failing to contain a written 
description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise and exact terms 
as to enable any person skilled in the art to make and use the 
invention, substantially for the reasons set forth in paragraph 
No. 2 of the last Office action, Paper No. 1022. Applicant 
appears to believe that cancellation of the term "permanent 
adhesive" from the claims will remove this grounds of rejection, 
but the Examiner must respectfully disagree. In fact, as 
applicant has noted (paragraph bridging pages 8 and 9 of the 
Response) applicant himself does not appear to understand just 
what this term entails and it is admitted that this term "has 
often been misused by others in the field". The Examiner can 
only repeat what was said in paragraph No. 2 of the last Office 
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that a vague standard with respect to a definition of a 
Permanent adhesive is simply an invitation to exponent, and 
that a prospective infringer has no guidelines as to indicate 
what sort of adhesives would or would not read upon applicant >s 
disclosed and also clai me d genus of adhesives. Note again that 
"Percent adhesive material" as set forthiboth applicant's'^ 
2 Markush grouping as well as independent claim 21 and " 
pendent clai m 28 is also believed to recite five subgenuses of 
adhesives, each of which also contain multiple pressure sensitive 
adhesives and other overlapping groups of adhesives as members 
thereof. 

4- Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 D.S.C. § 112 first 
paragraph as being based upon a non-enabling disclosure. 

5- Claims 1, 2 , 4-6, 9 and 11 are rejected under 35 
D-S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Baum Tr ot =i 

« oaum, j r . e t al . , substantially for 
the reasons set forth in paragraph No. 4 of Paper No. 1022 
together with the following additional observations. The 

Examiner believes that applicant's Hai™ 

ppricant s claim amendments are simply 
essentially cosmetic in nature, and note again column 3, Imes 
-9-51 of Baum, Jr . et al . where ±t ^ ^ ^ ^ 
-y be a pressure sensitive adhesive layer or another adhesive 
system as is known in the art". Note also that adhesive 44 may 
also be modified, which is believed to mean that either pressure 
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sen Sltl ve adhesives or percent adhesives or tack-free adhesive 

materials as clai med by applicant may be suitable for usage 

Note also that applicant (Response, page 9, second co mp lete 

Paragraph) states that "no change in scope has been lntended „ 

with respect to the various claim amendments and also with his 

™ ^ * ly does not teach or suggest 

the recrement of using two different adhesive ^ ^ 

Page 11 top paragraph) the Examiner can only note that the 

reference clearly teaches that various different adhesives may be 

suitable and it is again noted that the various classes of 

adhesives may well overlap. 

6- Claims 3, 7, 8, 10 and 1 9 oq 

, «, 1U and 12-28 are rejected under 35 

D.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baum, Jr et al 
substantially for the reasons set forth in paragraph No . 5 of 
Paper No. 1022, together with the following additional reasons 
The reference is again relied upon as set forth above, and what 
changes may have been made are each again believed to be obvious 
Edifications to one of ordinary skill, in the absence of 
unexpected results. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 9 and H are rejected under 35 
O.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 
D-S.C 103(a) as obvious over either Coward et al . or Hill et al 
-587, substantially for reasons set forth in paragraph No. 6 of " 
Paper No. 1022, together with the following additional 
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observations. The Examiner has little to add to what has been 
already stated, and further notes that the Abstract of Coward et 
al- clearly indic ates that the distinction between pressure 
sensitive adhesives and permanent adhesives is essentially 
interchangeable, to which the Examiner would clearly add the 

newly utilized "tack-free adhesive material" ai 

Ve m aterial . Also, note again 
et al., column 3, lines 24-28 wherein it is taught that 
pressure sensitive adhesives "function to effect secure affluent 
bonding of the pressure sensitive adhesive label 16 to the base 
layer 20" which again clearly appears to read upon applicant's 
deflation of either permanent adhesives or tac k -free adhesive 
materials. What other parameters that may exist are again each 

believed to be obvious modifications to one „f w 

lons to one of ordinary skill, i n 
the absence of unexpected results. 

8. Claims 3, 7, 8 and 12-28 are rejected under 35 U s C § 

103(a) as being unpatentable over either Coward et al . or Hill et 

al- -587, substantially for reasons set forth in paragraph No . 7 

of Paper No . 1022, together with the following additional 

observations. The Examiner has little to add other than the fact 

that the references are each again relied upon substantially as 

set forth above, with those parameters that are not believed to 

oe either expressly or inherently disclosed again are handled in 

the identical manner as previously set forth above 
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9- THIS ACTI0N M MADE FINAL . Applicant i s reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R 
§ 1.136(a) . The practice of automatically extending the 
shortened statutory period an additional month upon the fUin g of 
a timely f irst response tQ a f ^ ^ 

discontinued by the Office. See 1021 TMOG 35. 

A SH0RTENED — °- ™ FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FIIEO WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
OF THE MAILING DATE OE THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE ADVISORY ACTION 
- NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE END 0F THE THREE -MONTH SHORTENED 
STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE 
ON THE DATE THE ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE 
PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. , , US|i) WILL gg CALCULATED FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE 
STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earli 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Daniel 
ZlrkSr Wh ° Se telePh ° ne - '"1, 2 7 2 -l 486 . The examrner 

p M M n n ° T 7 llY ^ rSaChed » ^-Thursday from 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
-successful, the examiner's supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be 
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reached on (571) 272-147B. The fax phone num ber for this Croup 

is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a generai. nature or relating to the 
status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the Group receptionist whose telephone number is ,571) 272-0994 
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